UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 01-1493

EDWARD MARTI N MCKENNA, SR,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

R C LEE JIM GODWN, ANDY ARTOLA;, JUDY
CHAPMAN;, GEORGE LI PSCOMB; JAN CE FAULKNER;
CAROL HOWARD;, LYNN PHI LLIPS; THECD S BECK;
JOHN DOES 1 THROUGH 34; 3M CORPORATI ON,

Def endants - Appell ees,

and

M CHAEL F. EASLEY; HAL F. ASKINS; JEFFREY R
EDWARD, MARTI N T. WALTER;, DOUGLAS F. MCI NTOSH;
MARK A. LEWS; SUSAN FREYA OLIVE, PETER L.
OLSQON, CHARLES  BULLOCK; FI NESSE  COUCH,
REG NALD MEWBORN;, J. BAKE W LLI AM5; GREGORY T.
WAH, PATRI CK BALLANTI NE,

Def endant s.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of North Carolina, at Raleigh. W Earl Britt, Senior
District Judge. (CA-00-911-5-BR)

Subm tted: July 12, 2001 Decided: July 19, 2001




Before WLLI AMS5, M CHAEL, and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Edward Martin McKenna, Sr., Appellant Pro Se. Janes Donal d Cowan,
Jr., SMTH, HELMS, MILLISS & MOORE, L.L.P., Geensbhoro, North
Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Edward Martin McKenna, Sr. appeals the district court’s order
di sm ssing certain naned and unnaned def endants. Appell ee 3M Cor -
poration has noved to dismss the appeal. W dism ss the appeal
for lack of jurisdiction because the order is not appeal able. This
court may exercise jurisdiction only over final orders, 28 U S. C
8§ 1291 (1994), and certain interlocutory and coll ateral orders, 28

US C 8 1292 (1994); Fed. R Civ. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Benefici al

| ndus. Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949). The order here appealed is

neither a final order nor an appeal able interlocutory or coll ateral
order.

We grant Appellee 3MCorporation’s notion to dismss and di s-
m ss the appeal as interlocutory as to all Appellees. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



